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35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-5, 10, 12-15, 17-20, 22 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is inoperative and therefore lacks utility. 

Claims 1, 12, 20 and 32: Each of the independent claims 1, 12, 20 and 32 contain the 
phrase "all the records are linked in a dual closed loop structure". As best as can be understood, 
a "closed loop" is a closed circular path not connected to any other path. Thus, dual closed loops 
would be two closed circular paths which are not connected to one another. Since all the records 
have to be linked to one another and dual closed loops are not connected to each other, it is not 
possible to link all the records together in a dual closed loop structure. Accordingly, the claimed 
invention defines an inoperative system and therefore lacks utility. 

Claims 2-5. 10, 13-15. 17-19, 22 and 33: Depend from claims 1, 12, 20 or 32 
respectively. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-5, 10, 12-15, 17-20, 22 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 
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Claims 1, 12, 20 and 32: Each of claims 1, 12, 20 and 32 includes the phrase "all the 
records are linked in a dual closed loop structure". This feature is not recited in the original 
disclosure. The term terminology "dual closed loop" is only used twice in the original disclosure. 
Paragraphs 0004 and 0023 of the original specification both state: 

"The present invention is specialized to take advantage of the unique characteristics of 
infrastructures systems using a dual core loop structure to represent the assets ... " 

The original specification states that it is the infrastructure, not the records, which use the 
dual core loop structure. There is no suggestion that the records are actually arranged in this 
manner. Accordingly, the claimed quotation from claims 1, 12, 20 and 32 is new matter. 

Claims 1, 12, 20 and 32: Each of claims 1, 12, 20 and 32 refer to "business 
interconnection rules". The terminology or concept of "business interconnection rules" or 
"interconnection rules" cannot be located in the original disclosure. Accordingly, the feature is 
new matter. 

Claims 1. 12, 20 and 32: Each of claims 1, 12, 20 and 32 have been amended to recite 
"..a hierarchical manner forming a first closed loop" and "..a life cycle forming a second closed 
loop". These recitations have no support in the original disclosure. 

Claims 1, 12, 20 and 32: Each of claims 1, 12, 20 and 32 have been amended to recite "a 
record for each asset or asset related item is linked to one or more records in the first closed loop 
and one or more records in the second closed loop". This recitation has no support in the 
original disclosure. 

Claims 2-5. 10, 13-15. 17-19, 22 and 33: Depend from claims 1, 12, 20 or 32 
respectively. 
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Remarks 

Applicant's arguments have been considered. 

The amendments presented have raised additional issues of new matter. Claims 1-5, 10, 
12-15, 17-20, 22 and 32-33_remain rejected under 35 USC 101 and claims 1-5,. 10, 12-15, 17-20, 
22 and 32-33 remain rejected under 35 USC 1 12, first paragraph. 

Applicant's arguments are primarily directed to drawing of FIG. 4D which proposes to 
explain the concepts of the "dual core loop", "hierarchical loop", "life cycle loop" and links. The 
explanatory drawings provided by applicant look like this: 




FIG. 40 

The originally filed version of FIG. 4D looks like this: 
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The discussion of FIG. 4D in the original disclosure states the following: 
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) 100691 Take the example of the router asset record 418 in FIGURE 4D. This information 

record is interconnected with several other information records 419, 420, 422, 423, 424, 425. 

There is a closed-loop around this data element, where removal of the router data record 418 

affects the associated interrelated information records. As mentioned earlier, many other 

asset management systems focus on auto-discovery or auto-location techniques to identify 
i the existence of an asset. Take for instance the router associated with the router asset record 

418. This data record is related to a location record 419, which is in turn related to a site - - - - - - ' - - - 

record 426. From the hierarchy defined by the ID pointers in the data records, you can 

determine that Router ID #418 is in Location ID #419, which is located in the Data Center, at 

400 Main, Dallas, Texas. There is no need to auto-discover the location of asset devices with 
) my invention, where asset information is stored in a closed-loop hierarchical fashion. 

As seen by comparing applicant's explanatory drawings to the original drawings and 
original specification text, there is no support in the original drawings or specification for dual 
closed loops, hierarchical loops, life cycle loops or links between two loops. The original 
disclosure at paragraph 0069, at best, recognizes only one single loop, but does not state where 
the loop is exactly located or what the loop circumscribes. The disclosure clearly does not 
support any concept of having two closed loops or intersecting loops, as well as not recognizing 
a hierarchical loop or a life cycle loop. Applicant's arguments are therefore moot, since they 
purport to explain features which are not taught in the original disclosure. Since the same 
explanatory drawing is relied upon to address both statutory rejections under 35 USC 101 and 35 
USC 112, these arguments are not persuasive for these particular rejections. 

Applicant also presents arguments regarding the "business interconnection rules" and 
alleges that this feature is exactly defined and described in paragraphs 0006, 00707 and 0025. 
However, this terminology does not appear in any of these paragraphs, not does it appear any 
else in the original specification. 

This action follows the filing of an RCE request and is made non-final 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at 



telephone number (571) 272-4084. 




Sam Rimell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2164 



